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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal the district court's order denyi ng
relief on his petition filed under 28 U.S.C. A 8 2254 (West 1994 &
Supp. 1997). We have reviewed the record and the district court's
opi ni on accepting the recomendati on of the nagistrate judge and
find noreversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of ap-
peal ability and di sm ss t he appeal on the reasoning of the district

court.” Garcia v. Attorney Gen. of North Carolina, No. CA-97-109-6

(MD.N.C. Nov. 21, 1997). To the extent Appellant seeks to raise
I ssues inthis court which were not first presented to the district
court for consideration, we decline to review those issues. W
further deny Appellant's notion for production of docunents and for
return of personal property. W di spense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

Process.

DI SM SSED

"Wile the district court did not specifically discuss Appel -
lant's claimregarding the filing of tax fornms as "new evi dence"
warranti ng habeas relief, we find this claimto be without nerit
for the same reasons the district court di sm ssed Appel | ant' s ot her
"new evi dence" clains. See Stockton v. Virginia, 852 F. 2d 740, 749
(4th Cr. 1988).




